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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Clainns 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claims 7 and 8 recite the limitation "secondary devices" in line 2 of each claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,2, 6,7, 11, 12, 16, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507) in view of Vellanki et al. 
(USPN 5,999,979). 

6. Regarding claims 1 and 1 1 , Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507) teach a primary 
device adapted to communicate with secondary devices, the primary device comprising: 

a. A central processing unit (column 4, lines 63-65). ' 
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b. A transceiver connected to said central processing unit and adapted to 
transmit signals to and from the secondary devices (column 4, lines 
48-51). 

c. A user interface (column 4, lines 54-56). 

d. Wherein the central processing unit establishes communications with 
the secondary devices through the transceiver (column 13, lines 53- 
59). 

e. The central processing unit changes the user interface depending 
upon which secondary devices are in communication with the primary 
device (column 24, lines 12-19). 

Although the system disclosed by Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) shows 
substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose means wherein the 
central processing unit attempts communication with the secondary devices using a 
plurality of known communication protocols until communications are established. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) as 
evidenced by Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979). 

In an analogous art, Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979) discloses a system for 
communicating with an entity on a network wherein the central processing unit attempts 
communication with the secondary devices using a plurality of known communication 
protocols until communications are established (column 6, lines 1-13, 25-37). 
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Given the teaching of Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) by initiating communications by 
attempting a number of different protocols. In Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507), it is 
stated that a number of different protocols may be in use in the system (column 4, lines 
38-47). Utilizing a number of different protocols would benefit the system by allowing 
the determination of a most advantageous protocol for each networked device. 

7. Regarding claims 2, 7, 1 2. and 1 7, Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507) teach all 
the limitations as applied to claims 1 , 6, 1 1 , and 16, respectively. They further teach a 
memory for storing identifying numbers of said secondary devices, wherein said 
identifying numbers uniquely identify said secondary devices (column 16, lines 39-40, 
50-53). 

8. Regarding claim 6, Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507) teach a computer 
adapted to communicate with a plurality of networks and peripheral devices, the primary 
device comprising: 

a. A central processing unit (column 4, lines 63-65). 

b. An interface connected to the central processing unit and adapted to 
transmit signals to and from the networks and peripheral devices 
(column 4, lines 48-51). 

c. A user interface (column 4, lines 54-56). 
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d. Wherein the central processing unit establishes communications with 
the networks and peripheral devices through the interface (column 13, 
lines 53-59). 

e. The central processing unit changes the user interface depending 
upon which networks and peripheral devices are in communication 
with the computer (column 24, lines 12-19). 

Although the system disclosed by Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507) shows 
substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose means wherein the 
central processing unit attempts communication with the networks and peripheral 
devices using a plurality of known communication protocols until communications are 
established. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) as 
evidenced by Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979). 

In an analogous art, Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979) discloses a system for 
communicating with an entity on a network wherein the central processing unit attempts 
communication with the networks and peripheral devices using a plurality of known 
communication protocols until communications are established (column 6, lines 1-13, 
25-37). 

Given the teaching of Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) by initiating communications by 
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attempting a number of different protocols. In Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507), it is 

stated that a number of different protocols may be in use in the system (column 4, lines 

38-47). Utilizing a number of different protocols would benefit the system by allowing 

the determination of a most advantageous protocol for each networked device. 

9. Regarding claim 16, Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) teach a system for 

configuring a primary device based on the presence of secondary devices with means 

for: 

a. Establishing communications with the secondary devices through a 
transceiver (column 13, lines 53-59). 

b. Changing the appearance of a user interface depending upon which 
secondary devices are in communication with the primary device 
(column 24, lines 12-19). 

Although the system disclosed by Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) shows 
substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose means wherein the 
central processing unit attempts communication with the secondary devices using a 
plurality of known communication protocols until communications are established. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507) as 
evidenced by Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979). 

In an analogous art, Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979) discloses a system for 
communicating with an entity on a network wherein the central processing unit attempts 
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comnnunication with the secondary devices using a plurality of known communication 
protocols until communications are established (column 6, lines 1-13, 25-37). 

Given the teaching of Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979), a person having ordinary 
skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
modifying Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) by initiating communications by 
attempting a number of different protocols. In Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507), it is 
stated that a number of different protocols may be in use in the system (column 4, lines 
38-47). Utilizing a number of different protocols would benefit the system by allowing 
the determination of a most advantageous protocol for each networked device. 

10. Claims 3-5, 8-10, 13-15, and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) and Vellanki et al. (USPN 
5,999,979) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Fidler (USPN 6,725,051). 

1 1 . Regarding claims 3, 8, 13, and 18, although the system disclosed by Humpleman 
et al. (USPN 6,801 ,507) and Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979) (as applied to claims 1 , 6, 
1 1 , and 16, respectively) shows substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to 
disclose means wherein the central processing unit determines a physical location of 
the primary device depending upon what secondary devices are connected to the 
primary device and upon which secondary devices are in proximity to the primary 
device. 

Nonetheless, these features are well known in the art and it would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) 
and Vellanki et al. (USPN 5.999,979) as evidenced by Fidler (USPN 6,725,051 ). 
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In an analogous art, Fidler (USPN 6,725,051 ) discloses a system for locating a 
device wherein the central processing unit determines a physical location of the primary 
device depending upon what secondary devices are connected to the primary device 
and upon which secondary devices are in proximity to the primary device (abstract; 
figure 3; column 6, lines 5-8; column 7, lines 7-9). 

Given the teaching of Fidler (USPN 6,725,051), a person having ordinary skill in 
the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying 
Humpleman et al. (USPN 6,801,507) and Vellanki et al. (USPN 5,999,979) by 
determining the location of a device based on the secondary devices in the physical 
area. This benefits the system by allowing the user interface to be altered depending 
on the secondary devices available in the same room as the primary device without 
having to specifically query each one. 

12. Regarding claims 4, 9, 14, and 19, Humpleman etal. (USPN 6,801,507) teach all 
the limitations as applied to claims 3, 8, 13, and 18, respectively. They further teach 
means wherein the central processing unit alters an appearance of the user interface 
depending upon the physical location of the primary device (column 24, lines 12-19). 
Note that in the reference, the user interface is changed depending on whatever 
secondary devices are available to the primary machine. 

13. Regarding claims 5. 10, 15, and 20, Humpleman etal. (USPN 6,801.507) teach 
all the limitations as applied to claims 4, 9, 14, and 19, respectively. They further teach 
means wherein the central processing unit changes the appearance of the user 
interface to specifically accommodate the physical location (column 24, lines 12-19). 
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Conclusion 



14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please see the following: 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Parton whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3958. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



a. Struble (USPN 6,745,253) 



b. Meade, II et al. (USPN 6,678,750) 



Kevin Parton 
Examiner 
Art Unit 21 53 
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